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P Roregs$10nAL diſputes can rarely if ever attract the attention of thoſe, who 
are not-intereſted in the iſſue of them. 

It is, therefore, with much concern, that, I ſolicit the indulgence of the public, 
on a ſubje& of that nature. Some I know are of opinion, that ſilent contempt would 
be the beſt anſwer to an attack, evidently wrote with a groſneſs of reproach ; perhaps 


they are right. But, for my own part, I put too high a value upon the character 
of an honeſt man, not to do every thing in my power to defend it. The Doctors 


Pamphlet may fall into the hands of many readers who are unacquainted, either with 
his character or mine; and if no reply is given, they may imagine, that there is ſome 
foundation for what he ſays. This reaſon, hag determined me to defend myſelf before 
the tribunal of the public, and I truſt, that every candid reader, who peruſes the 
following plain narration of facts, will be fully ſatisfied, not only that I have been 
accuſed without any good reaſon ; but that the Doctors conduct in this affair, was 
highly culpable, and might have been ſeverely puniſhed by the laws of the Land. 


Some weeks ago, Dr. Heyſham publiſhed Obſervations on the Bills -of Mortality, 
ia Carliſle, for the year 1782. Perhaps from a ſubje& of that nature ſome kind of 
knowledge may be derived, or at leaſt an innocent curiolity gratified ; but, whoever 
will look into the publication in queſtion, muſt acknowledge, that the degreſſions 
; IEP my character, were not in any degree neceſſary for the advantage of the 
Diſpenſary, 
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Diſpenſary, (nor had he the authority of the Governors of the Charity) and that 
they do not in any reſpect tend to elucidate the ſubje& of which he profeſſedly treats. 


From the Doctors violent manner of aſperſing my character, ſome may ſuppoſes 
that my behaviour towards him has been a violation of all civility and decorum ; thts 
however was by no means the caſe. 


On his firſt coming to Carliſle, he made application to me to recommend him to 
my friends. But as I was then, and have ſtill the happineſs of being on a good foot- 
ing with all the Phyſicians in town, TI at once informed him, that I could not directly 
make any attempt to introduce him into buſineſs, but ſhould ſet him in a favourable 
Point of view to any, who ſhould chuſe to call upon him, 


As this was the general line of conduct I had all along obſerved reſpecting the em- 
ployment of Phyſicians, Dr. Heyſham had no reaſon to be offended ; and accordingly 
we lived from this period forward in a ſufficieny degree of intimacy, ſincere on my 
tide, and apparently on his, until the month of October laſt, when the place of Surgeon 
to the Diſpenſary became vacant by the death of the late Mr. Graham. I then indeed 
ſound that I gave offence to the Doctor, by ſtanding candidate for that office ; and 
although he at firſt declared he would obſerve a perfect neutrality, a declaration con- 
ſiſtent 4 his ſituation; yet all or moſt of the Governors of the Diſpenſary will re- 
member, that he afterwards attempted with much keenneſs to introduce Mr. Blain ; 
but after he ſaw he ſhould be foiled in this attempt from the number of the voters in 
my liſt, which I had the confidence to give him, he talked of ſomething, which he 
called a compremiſe, which was, that Mr. Blain and I ſhould both be returned as 
Surgeons to the Diſpenſary; to which I made anſwer, that this propoſal could not 
have my concurrence until I had conſulted my friends, who were unanimous in having 
me ſolely elected to that office. In conſequence of their ſuffrages I became Surgeon; 
a circumſtance which ſeems to have thwarted ſome favourite plan of the Doctor: for 
from that day to this, I have experienced a great degree of his malevolence; I need 
only allude to his perverted account of my practice, where on a grave ſubject, he has 
exerciſed his talent, in ill-judged ridicule, and unmeaning wit. 


The firſt caſe which Dr Heyſham has commented upon, and in which he has thought 


proper to cenſure my conduct, is that of Ann Liddle. The n. plain narrative 
will ſhew how far he has adhered to the truth. 


In the month of September 178 2, this woman was admitted a patient into the 
Diſpenſary, and diſmiſſed incurable in the. month of January 1783; during which 
per ĩod no operation was ever adviſed. On the 23d of April 1783, ſhe was again ad- 
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mitted a patient at the requeſt of ſome of the Governors; as no internal remedies 
hitherto employed had any effect, an operation was recommended; but how the 
Doctor then acquired new ideas of the complaint he has not properly explained. 

Previous to her laſt admiſſion the Doctor and Mr Watſon had a conference re- 
ſpecting our patient's caſe, wherein the latter ſuggeſted to the former, the probability 
of ſome extraneous ſubſtance being confined in the Antrum Maxillare, and propoſed 
an opening to be made into the Antrum, and directed him at bis particular requeſ', 
to the late Monro's Oſteology to which he refers in his Pamphlet. 


By conſequence J had directions to perform the operation, when the Doctor and I 
as uſual divided in opinion, the Doctor declaring that in the way I was going to per- 
forate and did perforate, I ſhould not enter the Antrum or Cavity, but that I ſhould 
be beyond it, and on this point he was very poſitive. Now whether I was right or 
not may be gathered from the Doctor's own account, who informs you, that the pur- 
poſe of the operation was fully effected; aue worms were extracted; yet hitherto he 
has not had candour enough to acknowledge his errour, notwithſtanding the public 
teſtimonies of Mr Watſon, and Mr John Graham, who were preſent when Doctor 
Heyſham made the above declaration. That I performed the operation judiciouſſy will 
appear from Dr. Monro's letter. That I performed it with dexterity fully appeared 
from the teſtimony of Mr Watſon on the 224 of Auguſt before a general meeting of 
the Governors of the Charity. 


I amalfo accuſed of hawking theſe worms about the town and country, making 
the gaping vulgar believe me a conjurer. I never had them in the country; however 
it was declared, at a general meeting of the Governors of the Diſpenſary on the 
22d of Auguſt, that, I had ſhewn them at Fingland Rigg. What credit ought to 
be given to this aſſertion, may be deduced from the teſtimony of Edward Knubley, 
Eſquire. In the town, the worm firſt extracted was ſent to two or three families at 
their particular requeſt; and the only perſon to whom I ſhewed it, (out of my ſhop) 
was Miſs Liddell, whom I obſerved at her window as I was paſſing by immediately 
after its extraction; the ſecond worm I never carried from the patient's lodgings, but 
gave orders, that it ſhould be ſent to the Diſpenſary. 


The next caſe the Doctor criticiſes upon, is that of Hugh Sutherland. On the 


24th of February I was called, at the inſtance of the Doctor to attend cur patient, 


who laboured under a ſuppreſſion of urine. 


As my Catheters were miſlaid, I borrowed two of Mr Creightun, which at ſirſt 
ſight I did not approve, and without any great ingenuity and deep deliberation in the 
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preſence of the Doctor himſelf, the patient and his wife, declared (although I am al- 
lowed ſix weeks for ſuch profound reaſoning) that the difficulty I'found in attempting to 
introduce them, was owing to their improper curvatures; and this I aſſert with more 
confidence, from knowing, that theſe Catheters have failed in the hands of a very ex- 
pert and experienced Surgeon ; that this is a common occurrence, I appeal to the 
Faculty at large *; and though in my attempt of four minutes tryal I was unſucceſs- 
ful, which the Doctor has extended to twenty, yet ſo far from entertaining ſuch an 
wnfeeling idea, as the Doctor advances of giving the matter up, I propoſed, that he 
ſhould attempt to introduce them himſelf, which he declined ; but obſerved that he 
thought it proper, aſſiſtance ſhould be called; to which I aſſented, and he im- 
mediately named and brought Mr Blain, who without placing him in any pofition dif- 
ferent from that he was in before, made choice of his own inſtruments in preference to 


thoſe of Mr Creighton, although regucſſed by the Doctor to make uſe of the latter. 


That I conformed myſelf ſtrictly, in this Caſe to the directions ſuggeſted by the 
Doctor, without arrogating to myſelf that ſelf ſufficiency with which J am charged, 
clearly appears from the teſtimonies of the Patient and his Wife. In the Report 
Book the times aſſigned of drawing off the water are the hours of ten in the morning, 
four in the afternoon, and ſeven in the evening; but in the Doctor's Pamphlet he has 
taken care to conceal his early attendance, well knowing that his aſſiſtance was not 
required until Mr. Weaver had begun his Philoſophical Lecture, which uſually com- 
menced at twelve or near it. His urine was but twice drawn off, viz. at one o' clock, 
and at ſeven, and its quantity Hugh not meaſured, as is aſſerted, did not exceed four 
funds ; but the hyperbole of the Doctor has ſwelled it to between nine and ten. The 
Doctor alſo expatiates with ſome ſort of pleaſantry, how ſometimes and repeatedly Mr. 
| Blain introduced Mr. Creighton's catheters, and inſiſts upon the honour that one of 
them came off with aſter remaining in the man's bladder twenty-four hours. What 
merriment this may excite in the patient will be difficult to ſay. But the Doctor's 
memory, which appears very deceitful, will be greatly refreſhed, by giving attention 
to Mr. Blain's Apprentice, who declared, that one of them was but once introduced, 
and that immediately after tlie water had been firſt drawn off by Mr. Blain's owa 
inſtrument. | 
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It is worthy of obſervation, that from the Doctor's 3 this Patient was diſ- 
miſſed cured on the 13th of March. 


From this, the Public would naturally be led to tink that the Gems intro- 
duction of the Catheter had perfectly effected his cure. But that this was by no 
means the caſe, evidently appeared to the Governors of the Diſpenſary at their 
general meeting on the 22d of Anguſt, from the teſtimony of the Patient himſelf, 
who informed them, that he never conſidered himſelf as any way materially relieved, 


until he had applied a remedy preſeribed by Dr. n e which rendered after that 
the uſe of inſtruments unneceſſary. 


In the account of my Catheters which I have obſerved were miſlaid, I am accuſed of 
a deliberate falſebood : How frivolous the grounds are on which the Doctor draws ſuch 
ſpecious concluſions, will appear from the following true repreſentation of facts. 
When the Doctor ſent for me and informed me of the nature of the complaint, under 
which our Patient Iaboured, I went into my parlour and leoked for the inſtruments 
in the place where they were uſually kept, but I could not find them, and, without 
any heſitation, mentioned that Mr Hodgſon of Brugh had borrowed them, and this 
I aſſerted until I accidentally found them among ſome papers below the place where 
they were uſually kept. That this was a natural concluſion may be inferred from 
hence, I had given permiſſion to Mr. Hodgſon and to no other Surgeon to take, 
without a formal requeſt, any inſtruments in my poſſeſſion, with which as yet he 
might be unprovided ; and in fact he did repeatedly get inftruments in my abſence. 


After this repreſentation of the caſe, I leave it to every candid perſon to determine, 
if ſuch a miſtake deſerves the appellation of a deliberate falſehood ? What intereſt 
could I have in ſuch a declaration, had I not believed it? it was as eaſy to have ſaid 
I could not find them. I further beg leave to obſerve to the Doctor that my educa- 
tion has taught me the uſe and neceſſity of having every Chirurgical Inſtrument, which 
the preſent practice has authorized and adopted ; and I challenge him or any of a 
like character to prove any ſuch aſſeveration as he has malignantly publiſhed, 


The following fa& will not in my opinion be improperly timed. On the 25 nh of 
Auguſt Hugh Sutherland was again ſubjected to a ſuppreſſion of urine, from pak 
to cold the preceding day. I was called, and found it neceſſary to draw off his 
water, which I did repeatedly, and with the adminiſtration of proper remedies, I 
effected a cure within the ſpace of three days, without his being b/iged to have recourſe 

fer af Rance to any other Practitioner. 
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Preſence of the Doctor himſelf, the patient and his wiſe, declared (although J am al- 
lowed ſix weeks for ſuch profound reaſoning) that the difficulty J found in attempting to 
introduce them, was owing to their improper curvaturer; and this I aſſert with more 
confidence, from knowing, that theſe Catheters have failed in the hands of a very ex- 
pert and experienced Surgeon ; that this is a common occurrence, I appeal to the 
Faculty at large “; and though in my attempt of four minutes tryal I was unſucceſs- 
ful, which the Doctor has extended to twenty, yet ſo far from entertaining ſuch an 
unfeeling idea, as the Doctor advances of giving the matter up, I propoſed, that he 
ſnould attempt to introduce them himſelf, which he declined ; but obſerved that he 
thought it proper, aſſiſtance ſhould be called; to which I aſſented, and he im- 
mediately named and brought Mr Blain, who without placing him in any pofition dif- 
ferent from that he was in before, made choice of his own inſtruments in preference to 


thoſe of Mr Creighton, although regugſſed by the Doctor to make uſe of the latter. 


That I conformed myſelf ſtrictly, in this Caſe to the directions ſuggeſted by the 
Doctor, without arrogating to myſelf that ſelf ſufficiency with which J am charged, 
clearly appears from the teſtimonies of the Patient and his Wife. In the Report 
Book the times aſſigned of drawing off the water are the hours of ten in the morning, 
four in the afternoon, and ſeven in the evening; but in the Doctor's Pamphlet he has 
taken care to conceal his early attendance, well knowing that his aſſiſtance was not 
required until Mr. Weaver had begun his Philoſophical Lecture, which uſually com- 
menced at twelve or near it. His urine was but twice drawn off, viz. at one o'clock, 
and at ſeven, and its quantity 7h5ugh not meaſured, as is aſſerted, did not exceed four 
feunds ; but the hyperbole of the Doctor has ſwelled it to between nine and ten. The 
Doctor alſo expatiates with ſome ſort of pleaſantry, how ſometimes and repeatedly Mr. 
Blain introduced Mr. Creighton's catheters, and inſiſts upon the honour that one of 
them came.of with aſter remaining in the man's bladder twenty-four hours. What 
merriment this may excite in the patient will be difficult to ſay, But the Doctor's 
memory, which appears very deceitful, will be greatly refreſhed, by giving attention 
to Mr. Blain's Apprentice, who declared, that one of them was but once introduced, 
and that immediately after the water had been firlt drawn off by Mr. Blain's own 
inſtrument. | 
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It is worthy of obſervation, that from the Doctor's acconnt, this Patient was diſ- 
miſſed cured on the 13th of March. 


From this, the Public would naturally be led to nd. that the n intro- 
duction of the Catheter had perfectly effected his cure. But that this was by no 
means the caſe, evidently appeared to the Governors of the Diſpenſary at their 
general meeting on the 22d of Anguſt, from the teſtimony of the Patient himſelf, 
who informed them, that he never conſidered himſelf as any way materially relieved, 


until he had applied a remedy preſcribed by Dr. 3 which rendered after that 
the uſe of inſtruments unneceſſary. 


In the account of my Catheters which I have obſerved were miſlaid, I am accuſed of 
a deliberate falſehood : How frivolous the grounds are on which the Doctor draws ſuch 
ſpecious concluſions, will appear from the following true repreſentation of facts. 
When the DoQtor ſent for me and informed me of the nature of the complaint, under 
which our Patient Iaboured, I went into my parlour and leoked for the inſtruments 
in the place where they were uſually kept, but: I could not find them, and, without 
any heſitation, mentioned that Mr Hodgſon of Brugh had borrowed them, and this 
I afſerted until I accidentally found them among ſome papers below the place where 
they were uſually kept. That this was a natural concluſion may be inferred from 
hence, I had given permiſſion to Mr. Hodgſon and to no other Surgeon to take, 
without a formal requeſt, any inſtruments in my poſſeſſion, with which as yet he 
might be unprovided ; and in fact he did repeatedly get inftruments in my abſence. 


After this repreſentation of the caſe, I leave it to every candid perſon to determine, 
if ſuch a miſtake deſerves the appellation of a deliberate falſehood ? What intereſt 
could I have in ſuch a declaration, had I not believed it? it was as eaſy to have ſaid 
I could not find them. I further beg leave to obſerve to the Doctor that my educa- 
tion has taught me the uſe and neceſſity of having every Chirurgical Inſtrument, which 
the preſent practice has authorized and adopted; and I challenge him or any of a 
like character to prove any ſuch aſſeveration as he has malignantly publiſhed, 


The following fact will not in my opinion be improperly timed. On the 25th of 
Auguſt Hugh Sutherland was again ſubjected to a ſuppreſſion of urine, from expoſure 
to cold the preceding day. I was called, and found it neceſſary to draw off his 
water, which I did repeatedly, and with the adminiſtration of proper remedies, I 
effected a cure within the ſpace of three days, without his being ob/zged to have recourſe 

fer af Nance to any other Praditioner. 
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The following caſe was brought before a general meeting of the Governors of the 
Diſpenſary, on the 224 of Auguſt. 

William Cowin was admitted a patient into the Diſpenſary on the 1575 of March 
1783, and taken out about the 267% of May, in conſequence of repeated declarations o- 
the Doctor, that his complaint would certainly prove fatal ; immediately afterwards 
he became a patient of mine; a different practice was uſed ; and he is now well. 

If the Doctor can now feel that ſhame which is generally conſequent to the detec- 
tion of falſehoodsr, it will be high time for him to retra& his confident aſſertions. He 
ſhould in future be leſs liberal of his gpprobrious epithets, and be more juſt, without 
hoking far abroad, in his application of them. The reputation of every individual is 
of the greateſt conſequence, and whoever wantonly detracts from a perſons juſt eſteem 
is the bane and curſe of Society. For my own part I am conſcious, that I have been 
as careful of other people's characters, as my own ; and this principle, at this time, 
has impelled me thus to ſtep forth before the Public, both to ſet truth in its proper 


light, and to maintain my /a poſſeſſion. 


. 


A b r E N 


"= the account given of the preceding caſes, I have ſubjoined the teftimonies 
of thoſe who have had the beſt opportunity of being acquainted, with the 
facts related. | 


I Havs peruſed Mr Hodgſon's manuſcript State of Facts, and declare, that every 
circumſtance contained therein regarding my knowledge of certain facts, in the caſe 
of Ann Liddle, is ſtrictly true. | 


Allendale Town, ANTHONY WATSON. 
Sept. 7. 1783. 


I Hav read Mr. Hodgſon's manuſcript State of Facts, and declare, that nothing 
is inſerted regarding my knowledge of certain facts, but what is true. | 


Carliſle, Sept. 7. JOHN GRAHAM. 
1783. 
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The * Letter mar ſent to Doctor Monro, for his opinion, to which in as of pot 


he returned an anſwer. 
Dear Sis, 


I had the honour to attend your lectures, in the year 1767 and the following ſeaſon, 
and I have obſerved in my notes, when you came to treat upon the teeth, and operat- 
ing upon them, you finiſhed with giving directions for making an opening into the 
Antrum 0 for the — of matter or "_ yy might be collected 
there. 


Your orders are, to draw the 4th Maris, and puſhing up à Trocar, directly up- 
wards through the ſocket, to get into the Cavity; but if the patient ſhould not ſub- 
mit to have a tooth extracted, or they have already been extracted, and the ſockets 
obliterated, to pierce into the Cavity on the outſide of the jaw juſt above the ſaid 
tooth, and to keep open the opening, for the free exit of matter, or inſe&s, and to 
allow you to throw up an injection; to accomplith this you introduce a ſilver Canula, 
which is to remain until the cure is perfected. 


A caſe of this kind occured to me a few weeks ago, when I performed the opera- 
tion. The patient was an old woman, who had a moſt excruciating pain in the 
Antrum, and its neighbourhood, for ſome years paſt, with not a cheek tooth in her 
head, and the ſockets entirely obliterated, which led me to operate by your method, 
when the patient will not ſubmit to have a tooth drawn, and I performed it in the fol- 


Towing manner. I firſt made an inciſion with a common Scalpel through the gum 


on the outſide of the jaw, where the fourth Molaris had ſtood, or between it and the 
third, and I then perforated the bone with a Trocar, gently working the inſtrument | 
each way in a circular direction, until I had made the opening wide enough to admit 
a filver Canula, which I had made for the purpoſe. As no matter followed the ope- 
ration, ſhe was ordered an injection, of the decoction of the Peruvian Bark, with 
Elixir of Alves, to be injected into the Antrum with a common ſyringe ; upon the 
third day after the operation, an inſe& or worm, was waſhed out by the injectfon, re- 
ſembling a Bot worm, that infeſts the rectum of hories, and three days afterward, 
another was ſeen through the orifice, which I extracted with the greatelt eafe, with a 
pair of common ſmall forceps, and though no more of theſe reptiles appear, the pain 
is not entirely gone, yet it is conſiderably abated to what it was before the operation 
was performed, Now as a Lady with ſimilar ſymptoms has applied to me; may not 
the 
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the operation as above deſcribed be performed? I have fixed on Monday, Tuefday, or 
Wedneſday next, or ſooner if you reply, for operating exactly as before; but obſerve, 


if you can order any change to be made for the better, which I own I nn, it ſhall 
be ſtrictly followed by 


Your moſt obedient humble ee 


JOHN HODGSON. 


I hereby atteſt, that this is the Letter I received from Mr Hodgſon, to which I 
returned an anſwer in courſe of poſt, before I knew that he had a diſpute on the ſub- 


je& with any other Gentleman of the Faculty.—At Mr Hodgſen's defire, I have re- 
turned this letter to him. 


1 Auguſt 12. 1783. ALEX. MONRO. 


Carliſle, Fuly 21. 1783. 


To JOHN HODGSON, Surgeon. 
Dear Six, 


Tais forenoon I received the favour of your Letter. The cauſe of pain in the 


Antrum which you diſcovered is uncommon and if you have preſerved the worms, I 
ſhould be glad to ſee them. 


In the caſe of the Lady, although the ſymptoms are the ſame, it is probable the 
cauſe may be different. There is even great difficulty in ſome eaſes to determine, whe- 
ther the pain ariſes from the Membrane of the Antrum, or from the nerves which 
formerly ſupplied the teeth, and {till ſupply the gums and external parts of the upper 
jaw. The fide of the Antrum next the cheek, the under part of it over the roof of 
the mouth, the ſide next the noſe, the diſcharge and ſmell from the noſtril of the ak- 
fected fide are carefully to be examined; and, after all, a very guarded prognoſis ought 
to be made, both with reſpect to the cauſe and cure. 


If a perforation is found neceſſary, I know no better method than that you mention. 

If, after the perforation, you find. it neceſſary to inject any thing but luke warm 
water, it ought to be a ſimple infuſiou of bark, or ſome innoceut ſubſtance, carefully 
filtrated. Wiſhing. you ſuccels in this aud in other caſes. 


I am, 
Dear Sir, 
Elinburgh, July 24. 1783. Your moſt obedient ſervant, 
ALEX. MONRO. 
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As a report has been induſtriouſſy circulated in this City, that T had carried the 
worms to the family of the Miſs Waughs, without any requeſt on their part: I have 
thought proper to inſert theircertificate, along with that of Edward Knubley Eſquire, 
af Fingland Rigg, to which place in the country, I am ſolely charged with * 
them. 


Theſe are to certify whom it may concern; that the ſending the inſe& extracted 
from the cheek of a poor woman, to our houſe, was done at our particular deſire and 
requeſt to Mr Hodgſon, who had called upon another buſineſs ; and not from his in- 
troducing the ſubject, or claiming any extraordinary merit from it. 

JUDITH WAUGH. 
ELIZ. WAUGH. 


I do hereby certify, that Mr. J. Hodgſon, Surgeon in Carliſle, never ſhewed any 
worm, or worms to me, nor upon inquiry, to any of my family, at Fingland Rigg. 


Carliſle, Sept. 14. 1783. EDWARD KNUBLEx. 


We certify, that Mr Hodgſon, did not take away the ſecond worm after its extrac- - 
ory but gave orders, that it ſhould be taken care of and ſent to the Diſpenſary. 
ANN LIDDLE. 
SARAH SEWELL. 
ISABELLA PORTER. 


That the account given of the caſe of Hugh Sutherland, : might be better authen- 
ticated, I here ſubjoin, the depoſitions of the patient himſelf, and Mary Sutherland, 
as delivered upon oath, before George Dalton, Eſq; one of his Majeſty's Juſtices of 
the Peace for this County. 


Carliſle, Sept. 23. 1783. 


Queries propoſed to Hugh Sutherland, to which his Anſwers are ſubjoined. 


©. Do you remember Dr. Heyſham's attendance and mine at your houſe on the 
0 of February? 
A. I do. 


©, On what time of the day was it ? 
A. About half paſt twelve o'clock. 


9. Did you ever hear Dr, Heyſham defire me to place you in any particular poſition? 
A. I did. 


9. Did 


©, Did J obſerve his directions? 
A. You did in every thing. 


2: Did you ever hear me find any fault with the bene 1 has had ? 

A. I recollect your mentioning ſomething about the inſtruments being too ſtraight, 
or too crooked, but what the expreſs words were I cannot ſay. 

9. Do you recolle& if I ever propoſed to the DoRor, that he himſelf ſhould at- 
tempt the drawing off your water ? 

A. You did propoſe it. 

©. Did he decline it? 

A. He did decline it. 


2. Do you recolle& that the Doctor aſked me if I would have any afliſtance ? 
A. I do recollect it. | 

9, What anſwer did I make ? 

A. You ſaid you had no objections. 

Q. Was any perſon propoſed? 

A. Yes, Mr. Blain. 

©, Who propoſed him? e 

A. Dr. Heyſham. 

2, How long was I in attempting to draw off your water? 

A. Not more than four minutes. 

©, When Mr. Blain drew off your water, do you recolle& that it was done with an 
inſtrument of his own, or it was with one of thoſe inſtruments that I had? 

A. It was with his own inſtruments. 


9. Did any one propoſe, that it ſhould be attempted with one of mine ? 
A. Yes. 


Q. Who propoſed it? 

A. Dr. Heyſham. 

Q. Did Mr Blain refuſe it? 

A. He did. 

9. How often wag your water drawn off that day? 

A. Twice, viz. at one o'clock and about ſeven in the evening. 

2. Was it meaſured? 

A. It was not mea ſured. - 


D : Q. How 
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2, How much in your opinion was drawn off the firſt time? 
A. About a wine quart full. TIRE? 
9. How much theſecond time? 
A. About three gills. 
Was there not an inſtrument left in your Try for ver hoes * 5 ö 
7. There was. . 
2, What reaſon was aſſigned for ſo doing ? 
A. To try an experiment. 
Q, Did you ſuffer a great deal from this experiment ? 
A. I ſuffered inexpreſſible pain. 
9, Was not this experiment tried upon you a ſecond time. 
A. It was and the experiment gave me as great pain as it did the feſt tiene, 
2, How many hours do you think the inſtrument might remain in JE bladder a 
W time. 
A. Between two and three hours. 
2, What did you then do? 
A. I ſent and begged that it might be taken out. 
9. Was it taken out? 
A. It was taken out, but not until I poſitively declared that I could not endure 
the pain any longer let the conſequence he what it might. 
9. Upon the whole did you find yourfelf much benefited from the- beben intro- 
duction of the Catheter? 
A. I never conſidered myſelf as any way materially relieved. 
Q: Did not Dr. Coulthard propoſe to ycua remedy ?: 
A. He did. | 
9, What effect had it? 
A. It enabled me to make water which J had nat done for eight days before. 
2, Did you then get immediately well? | 
A. I did. We 
Q. Were you not again ſubje&ted. to the fame, complaint on Monday the 25 th of 
Auguſt? N 
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8 Q Did you require my attendance ? 
A. I did. 
— Did I draw off your water? 
A. You did, 
Q. Haw many times did I 125 off your water. 
A. I believe five times, 
Q. Were medicines adminiſtered at the ſame time? 
A. They were. | 
Q. Did I perform a cure? 
A. You did. 


Appeared Mary Sutherland, ſpouſe of Hugh Sutherland, ho being folemn ly 
ſworn and examined, depones, 'That the above anſwers to the Queſtions propoſed, are 


ſtrictly founded in truth. 


I have peruſed Mr John Hodgſon's manuſcript State of Facts, and declare, That 
every circumſtance contained therein concerning me is ſtrictly true. I wiſh not to 
enter into any diſputes. But in a caſe of this kind, I ſhould think myſelf guilty of 
great injuſtice, if I refuſed to confirm what I have already avowed. 


Burgh, Sept. 19. 1783. WILLIAM HODGSON 


I have here annexed the depoſitions of William Cowin, Dorothy Wright, and 
Mary Blackburn, as delivered upon oath before George Dalton Eſquire. 


Appeared William Cowin, who being ſolemnly ſworn, and examined, depones, That 
he was a patient for nine or ten weeks ia the Diſpenſary, under the direction of Doctor 
Heyſham, during which period, his complaints inſtead of being alleviated, were con- 
ſiderably encreaſed, ſo much fo, that the Doctor at laſt gave him up, and declared to | 


| him, that he could do no more for him. He further depones, That immediately af- 
terward 
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j 
terward he became Mr Hodgſon's patient, who treated him in a different manner, 
by which means, a complete cure was effected, and at preſent he is in daily employ- 
ment. ; 


Appeared Dorothy Wright, who being ſolemnly ſworn and examined, depones, 
That Dr. Heyſham declared to her, that William Cowin's complaint would certainly 
prove fatal, that he was in a deep decline, and going very faſt. 


Appeared Mary Blackburn, who being ſolemnly ſworn and examined, depones, That 
Doctor Heyſham declared to her, that William Cowin would certainly die of his com- 


plaint, that it was a conſumption, and that he could do nothing further ſo as to be of 
any ſervice to him. | 6 


